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Thomas and Dorothy Leavey Center for the Study of Los Angeles
The Thomas and Dorothy Leavey Center for the Study of Los Angeles (StudyLA) at Loyola Marymount 
University is one of the leading undergraduate research centers in the nation. We are a respected leader 
in public opinion surveys, exit polling, and leadership and community studies. Founded in 1996, StudyLA 
conducts groundbreaking research through its LA Votes exit poll project, LA Riots Anniversary Studies, and LA 
Public Opinion and Leaders Surveys. We provide rigorous, mentored research experiences for undergraduate 
students at Loyola Marymount University with an emphasis on hands-on field research. As the preamble to the 
LMU mission states, “We benefit from our location in Los Angeles, a dynamic city that brings into sharp focus 
the issues of our time and provides an ideal context for study, research, creative work, and active engagement. 
We invite men and women diverse in talents, interests, and cultural backgrounds to enrich our educational 
community.” StudyLA brings this mission alive, taking pride in our work’s emphasis on understanding and 
communicating the issues of our time.
Loyola Marymount University
LMU is a private Catholic university with 6,250 undergraduates, 2,150 graduate students and 1,100 law students 
from diverse backgrounds and many perspectives. Our seven colleges and schools boast best-in-the-nation 
programs in film and television, business, education and more. Our stunning campus in West Los Angeles is a 
sun-soaked oasis overlooking the Pacific coast and a model of sustainability. We’re rooted in the heart of Los 
Angeles, a global capital for arts and entertainment, innovation and technology, business and entrepreneurship. 
Our mission is grounded in a centuries-old Jesuit educational tradition that produces extraordinary men and 
women dedicated to service and social justice. We’re proud of more than 92,000 LMU alumni whose professional 
achievements are matched by a deep commitment to improving the lives of others.
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Fernando J. Guerra, 
professor of political science and 
Chicana/o and Latina/o Studies, is the 
founding director of the Center for 
the Study of Los Angeles at Loyola 
Marymount University. He earned his 
doctorate in Political Science from 
the University of Michigan and his 
B.A. from the University of Southern 
California. Guerra has served on 
standing commissions, blue ribbon 
committees, and ad hoc task forces 
for the City of Los Angeles, the State 
of California, and regional bodies in 
Southern California. He is a source 
for the media at the local, national, 
and international level and has 
published in the area of state and 
local government and urban and 
ethnic politics.
Mariya Vizireanu is the 
research associate for the Center 
for the Study of Los Angeles at 
Loyola Marymount University and a 
lecturer in political science at LMU. 
With training in anthropology and 
public health, her independent work 
has focused on how mental models 
of health phenomena differ across 
cultures. As an interdisciplinary 
mixed methods researcher, she has 
authored peer-reviewed articles and 
book chapters on topics ranging 
from how social networks influence 
health behaviors to the evolutionary 
psychology of food perceptions. 
Vizireanu earned her Global Health 
Ph.D. from Arizona State University 
and her M.S. in Health Promotion 
from Indiana University.
Alex Kempler is the research 
assistant for the Center for the Study 
of Los Angeles. She helps to develop, 
implement, and manage all phases of 
StudyLA’s research projects, including 
the LA Public Opinion Survey, running 
rosters of elected officials, exit 
polls, and new projects. She aids in 
qualitative and quantitative research, 
the preparation of research reports, 
and the dissemination of results. Her 
research interests include cultural 
sociology, community based studies, 
and social movements. Kempler 
earned her B.A. in Sociology from 
Whitman College.
Brianne Gilbert is the 
associate director for the Center for 
the Study of Los Angeles, where she 
has led numerous studies involving 
voter polls, public opinion research, 
and leaders/elite surveys. She also 
is a senior lecturer at LMU in the 
departments of political science 
and urban and environmental 
studies, teaching courses on political 
internships, GIS, and geospatial 
research. Gilbert serves as head of 
communications for AASRO (the 
Association of Academic Survey 
Research Organizations), Treasurer of 
Women in GIS, and Secretary of LMU’s 
chapter of Phi Beta Kappa. Gilbert 
received her B.A. in Sociology from 
Wittenberg University and her M.A.  
in Sociology/Anthropology from 
Florida International University. 
Alejandra Alarcon ’14 is 
a research coordinator for the Center 
for the Study of Los Angeles. She 
oversees StudyLA’s visual style in 
select print and web materials and 
manages all social media platforms. 
She also assists with planning and 
promoting StudyLA special events 
including lectures, forums, and 
conferences. She leads StudyLA’s 
undergraduate research team 
and mentors them through tasks 
related to administration, external 
communications, media production, 
event production, and programming. 
Alarcon earned her B.A. in Chicana/o 
Studies from LMU.
Jorge Cortes is a research 
coordinator for the Center for the 
Study of Los Angeles. He works 
closely with the Director, managing 
internal communications as office 
manager and providing budgetary 
and administrative assistance. He 
also plans and runs StudyLA’s 
student trips to Sacramento and 
Mexico City. In addition, Cortes 
assists with planning and support 
for StudyLA’s research projects, 
conferences, lectures, special events, 
and committees. Prior to joining 
StudyLA, he has worked in education 
and community-based organizations 
in San Francisco, New York and 
Madrid, Spain. Cortes received his 
BA in Sociology from San 
Francisco State University.
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Steve Soboroff
Chairman, StudyLA  
Development Council
Steve Soboroff is managing 
partner at Soboroff Partners. 
He serves as chairman of 
the Board of Directors of 
the Weingart Foundation, 
president of Los Angeles 
Police Commission, and  
past chairman and CEO  
of Playa Vista. 
James Garrison 
Vice Chairman, StudyLA  
Development Council
James Garrison is president 
of Pacific Federal Insurance 
Corp. Garrison is an 
executive board member 
of the LA Area Chamber of 
Commerce, and has served 
on their board of directors 
since 2010. As a former 
member of the Electoral 
College, he represented 
California in the 2000 
presidential election.
Raul Amezcua is the 
managing director of the 
Stifel-California Public 
Finance team. Amezcua has 
served on the board of the 
PUENTE Learning Center 
since 2001, including a role 
as chairman of the Board of 
Directors for seven years. He 
earned his B.S. from USC and 
an M.B.A. from UCLA.
Andy Carrasco is 
the director of regional 
public affairs for Southern 
California Gas Company. 
Carrasco currently serves on 
the Boards for the Southeast 
Community Development 
Corporation and Plaza 
Community Service. He 
earned a B.S. in mechanical 
engineering from California 
State University Northridge.
Barbara Casey is founder 
and chairman/CEO of 
public relations firm Casey 
& Sayre. Casey started 
her career with KB Home, 
where she became a vice 
president. Active in civic and 
philanthropic involvements, 
she sits on numerous 
boards and committees. 
She graduated from West 
Virginia University where she 
earned a B.S. in journalism.
Alex Martin Chaves ’86 
serves as CEO of Parking 
Company of America, L.L.C. 
He is a graduate of LMU 
where he earned a B.S. in 
Business Administration. He 
is a former member of the 
LMU Board of Trustees and 
an active member of the 
university’s Latino Alumni 
Association where he serves 
as president.
Henry Cisneros is co-
founder and chairman of 
CityView. He became the 
first Latino mayor of San 
Antonio in 1981. Cisneros 
was appointed by President 
Clinton to be Secretary 
of the U.S. Department 
of Housing and Urban 
Development in 1992. He is 
a member of the advisory 
boards of the Bill and 
Melinda Gates and the Broad 
Foundations.
Thomas Flintoft is a 
founding principal of Kindel 
Gagan, an LA-based public 
affairs and lobbying firm. 
He is the founder and 
former chair of the Alumni 
Association of Leadership 
LA. Currently, Flintoft is a 
board member of the Los 
Angeles Business Council. 
He earned his B.A. in 
economics from Fordham 
University.
Ruben Gonzalez ’98 
is president of Gonzalez 
Strategic Affairs. He also 
serves as senior advisor 
of strategic affairs for the 
Los Angeles Area Chamber 
of Commerce. Gonzalez 
currently serves on the 
Board of Directors for the 
Eisner Pediatric and Family 
Medical Center Foundation. 
Gonzalez earned his B.A. 
in philosophy and political 
science from LMU.
Lisa Gritzner is CEO of 
LG Strategies specializing 
in government and media 
relations, communications, 
and community engagement 
for corporate, government 
agencies and non-profits. 
She serves as the Chair of 
the VICA Board of Directors 
and is a member of the 
Founder’s Board of the Los 
Angeles Neighborhood Land 
Trust. Gritzner graduated 
from California State 
University Sacramento with 
a B.A. in government.
Katherine Hennigan 
’04 is a President of 
ColLAborate, specializing in 
land use and government 
affairs. Kate spent more 
than twelve years serving 
Los Angeles in various 
capacities, including serving 
on various city committees. 
Kate earned her M.A. in 
International Public Policy 
and Management from USC, 
and holds a B.A. in English 
from LMU.
Randal Hernandez 
serves as Director of 
Government Affairs at 
Charter Communications. 
Hernandez served as 
appointments secretary to 
Governor Schwarzenegger. 
Hernandez is a graduate 
of Leadership Long Beach 
and Leadership Southern 
California. He earned his B.A. 
and M.P.A. from California 
State University Long Beach.
Fran Inman is senior 
vice president at Majestic 
Realty Co., the largest 
privately held developer 
and owner of master-
planned business parks 
in the U.S. Inman serves 
on a variety of business, 
economic development, and 
transportation boards and 
organizations throughout 
the region. She earned a B.A. 
and an M.B.A. from California 
State University Fullerton.
David Levine is chief of 
staff to Jerry B. Epstein, 
a real estate developer, 
since 1987. He is a former 
president of Jewish Family 
Service of Los Angeles 
and is the president of the 
Marina del Rey Lessee 
Association. He graduated 
from the University of 
Pennsylvania and earned his 
Ph.D. in American civilization 
from Harvard University.
Alexander Moradi is the 
managing member and 
founder of ICO. He currently 
serves on the Boards 
of the Downtown Los 
Angeles Fashion Business 
Improvement District and 
the Los Angeles Child 
Guidance Clinic, as well as 
the Executive Committee  
of the Central City 
Association. Moradi  
earned his B.S. from USC.
George L. Pla is president, 
CEO, and founder of 
Cordoba Corporation. Pla is 
a regent emeritus at LMU, 
president associate at USC, 
and co-founder of the USC 
Latino Alumni Association. 
He currently serves as the 
co-chair of the Southern 
California Leadership 
Council and is co-founder of 
the City Club.
Timothy Psomas ’62  
is chairman of the Board  
at Digital Map Products 
LLC and chairman emeritus 
at Psomas. He served as 
the American Council of 
Engineering Company’s 
national chairman in 2009. 
Psomas also served on the 
Board of Trustees of his 
alma mater, LMU, where 
he earned his B.S. in civil 
engineering.
David Roberti, Esq. ’61  
is a partner at Roberti 
Jenson LLP. At age 26, he 
was elected to the California 
State Assembly in 1966, the 
youngest legislator elected 
into office. He was elected 
to State Senate in 1971, 
and climbed the ranks to 
president pro tempore from 
1980 to 1994. Roberti is a 
graduate of LMU.
Miguel A. Santana is 
president and CEO of the 
Los Angeles County Fair 
Association. Santana serves 
on the Boards of MALDEF, 
LA Plaza de Cultura y Artes, 
United Way of Los Angeles, 
and Discovery Cube Los 
Angeles. He formerly served 
as the city administrative 
officer for the city of LA.
Renata Simril ’93 is 
president and CEO of the 
LA84 Foundation. She 
served as LA’s deputy mayor 
of economic development 
for the Hahn Administration, 
and she expanded rental 
and affordable housing in 
Los Angeles as a senior 
executive at Forest City 
Development. Simril earned 
her B.A. in urban studies 
from LMU and her Master’s 
in real estate development 
from USC.
Mark Slavkin is the 
director of education at 
Wallis Annenberg Center 
for the Performing Arts, 
Beverly Hills. Slavkin sat on 
the Los Angeles City Board 
of Education for eight years, 
and served as its president 
from 1994–1996. He earned 
his B.A. and M.A. in political 
science from USC.
Kevin Sloat ’81 is the 
principal and founder of 
Sloat Higgins Jensen and 
Associates, a full-service 
lobbying firm based in 
Sacramento. Sloat is highly 
regarded in Sacramento 
both as a legislative 
strategist and as a direct 
lobbyist. He has successfully 
guided major legislative 
initiatives for many large 
corporate and public sector 
clients.
Gaddi Vasquez is the 
former senior vice president 
of government affairs 
for Southern California 
Edison. The former director 
of the U.S. Peace Corps, 
Vasquez also served as U.S. 
Ambassador and permanent 
representative to United 
Nations Agencies based in 
Rome. He is the recipient 
of five honorary doctorate 
degrees.
Ray A. Vasquez ’89 is 
the senior vice president 
and the market executive 
for commercial banking 
at Bank of America Merrill 
Lynch, providing strategic 
financial guidance and 
solutions throughout Greater 
LA. He serves on the Board 
of Directors for the Valley 
Economic Development Co. 
and the White Memorial 
Medical Center’s Charitable 
Foundation. 
Peter Villegas is a vice 
president and the head of 
Latin affairs for Coca-Cola 
where he manages local, 
regional and national 
strategies that position 
Coca-Cola as a leading 
corporate citizen. He serves 
on numerous boards and 
was recognized as a top 
Latino executive by the 
Hispanic Association on 
Corporate Responsibility.
StudyLA Development Council
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StudyLA Signature Studies and Events
Most Significant Elected 
Officeholders: StudyLA uses a 
systematic methodology to  
produce two databases—the 
100 Most Significant Elected 
Officeholders in LA County, and 
the 300 Most Significant Elected 
Officeholders in California. By 
studying the demographics of 
political leaders going back to  
1950, StudyLA creates a powerful 
visual tool of the political landscape 
as it changes over time.
Sacramento Legislative 
Seminar: StudyLA expands 
its educational mission by 
producing an annual legislative 
seminar attended by students 
from colleges and universities 
throughout California.
StudyLA Research Collection: 
The Thomas and Dorothy Leavey 
Center Research Collection 
preserves significant Los Angeles 
political artifacts and papers. 
The research collection includes 
papers of LA public officials; 
LA real estate and industrial 
developers; reformers and reform 
movements, principally in late 
20th-century LA; and prominent 
Roman Catholic families in LA.
LA Votes Exit Polls: StudyLA 
conducts the largest per-capita 
exit poll in the country, resulting  
in some of the most accurate 
exit polling results of every major 
election in the Los Angeles region.
LA Public Opinion Survey: 
This survey is the largest 
annual general social survey of 
an urban center in America with 
data collected since 2014.
LA Riots Anniversary 
Studies: Marking each five-
year anniversary of the historic 
1992 Urban Unrest events that 
continue to affect Los Angeles 
profoundly, StudyLA conducts 
resident surveys to study the 
ongoing impact of the unrest.
LA and Megacities 
Comparative: In collaboration 
with companies and 
organizations, this cutting-
edge program develops a new 
generation of leaders in Los 
Angeles by studying other 
forward-thinking cities.
Leaders/Elite Studies: 
StudyLA conducts elite studies of 
leaders in LA County, allowing for 
a comparison of opinions between 
leaders and their residents. Examples 
include mayors, city managers, 
superintendents, and community 
college trustees and presidents.
Forecast LA: Exploring the 
civic and economic concerns, 
cultural identities, and levels 
of satisfaction in Los Angeles, 
Forecast LA aids decision 
makers in shaping the future 
of LA by providing annual 
snapshots of the region.
Lecture Series: StudyLA 
organizes a series of lectures 
throughout the year bringing 
civic, economic, political, and 
social leaders to campus to 
interact with LMU students. 
Lectures are free and open to 
the public; they are also video-
recorded and archived.
Community Studies:  
A comparative extension of the  
LA Public Opinion Survey, StudyLA 
conducts public opinion surveys 
and demographic profiles of cities, 
communities, and neighborhoods 
in LA. Recent examples include Pico 
Union, Duarte, cities in the southeast 
region, and Downtown LA.
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The Los Angeles Public 
Opinion Survey is the 
largest annual general 
social survey of any 
metropolitan area in 
urban America.
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PLEASE NOTE: 
All numbers represent 
percentages, unless 
otherwise indicated. 
Due to rounding, not  
all rows or columns 
total 100%.
Certain questions are 
asked of one’s city. If 
the respondent lives  
in unincorporated  
LA County, the 
question was framed 
about either the area 
or the county more 
generally.
Several questions  
have been asked 
multiple years and are 
color coded according 
to the Forecast LA  
accent color for that  
specific year. 
Results from 2014 are 
represented in green.
Results from 2015 are 
represented in orange.
Results from 2016 are 
represented in blue.
Results from 2017 are 
represented in purple.
Results from 2018 are 
represented in teal.
Results from 2019 are 
represented in coral.
SCREENERS
The protocol for this study involved asking potential 
respondents a series of questions, referred to as screeners, 
which were used to ensure that the person lived within the 
county and was at least 18 years old. The target sample 
size was 1,000 residents from the city of Los Angeles and 
1,000 residents from Los Angeles County who live outside 
the city of LA. The first quota was a random digit dialing 
of approximately 475 residents (with 80% cell phone). 
The online survey ran concurrently with a target sample 
size of 800 respondents. The remaining racial/ethnic and 
geographic quotas were determined based on the fallout: 
350 African American residents, 500 Asian residents, and 
350 residents from the San Fernando Valley (only within 
the city of Los Angeles). Given the demographic proportion 
of Latina/o and white residents in the region, as expected, 
both groups naturally fell out from the initial wave of online 
and phone respondents.
DATA COLLECTION
Telephone surveys were conducted the first four full weeks 
in January 2019 and first two weeks in February between 
the hours of 4:30pm and 12pm during the week, 10am 
to 4pm on Saturday, and 12pm to 5pm on Sunday. The 
survey was translated into Spanish, Mandarin, and Korean. 
Translators who spoke Spanish, Mandarin, and Korean 
were available to conduct interviews for residents who only 
spoke, or were more comfortable speaking any of those 
languages. The online survey ran concurrent with the phone 
survey and was available in both English and Spanish.
The margin of error is ±3.0% for the entire sample of 
2,008 residents.
METHODOLOGY
As part of its unique approach to forecasting in the Los 
Angeles region, the Center for the Study of Los Angeles 
conducted an outlook survey. The Los Angeles Public 
Opinion Survey involved 20-minute telephone sessions 
and online surveys with more than 2,000 adults (1,200 
phone and 800 online) living in Los Angeles County. 
Survey respondents were asked about quality-of-life 
perceptions, personal economic wellbeing, economic 
concerns, overall life satisfaction, and various civic issues.
SAMPLING 
Since the primary purpose of this study was to gather 
representative input from adult residents within the Los 
Angeles region, an initial random digit dial (RDD) sample 
was employed. The RDD sample was drawn by determining 
the active phone exchanges (the first three numbers of 
a seven-digit phone number) and blocks with a given 
sampling area (in this case, by the zip codes that comprise 
the county). A random list of all active residential and cell 
phone numbers in the area was produced. This method 
included both listed and unlisted phone numbers. Listed 
samples were used to meet particular quotas for racial/
ethnic categories and geographic location.
The online portion was comprised of responses from 
double opt-in respondents who have agreed to participate 
in surveys. Real-time sampling and survey publishing 
services were also used to target respondents outside of 
the initial reach. Finally, listed samples were used to fill gaps 
within racial/ethnic and geographic quotas. For all methods, 
adult respondents in LA County were targeted and then 
randomly selected within their group.
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Residents surveyed (2,008)
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Demographics
EDUCATION
Less than high school  11% 
High/Tech school graduate  46% 
College graduate  32% 
Graduate degree 12%
EMPLOYMENT
Employed full-time  42% 
Employed part-time  13% 
Student  5% 
Homemaker  5%
Retired  20% 
Self-employed  7% 









Under $40K  41% 
$40K–69,999  21% 
$70K–99,999  17% 
$100K–149,999  11%























YEARS LIVED IN LOS ANGELES
5 years or less  8%
6-15 years 11% 
16-25 years 24%
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field such as Pew Research Center, the University of Michigan, and PPIC 
(Public Policy Institute of California). 
The second dilemma can be addressed by understanding what 
questions need to be asked. We see a need, develop a question, and then 
find data to address that question. We often see this in reversed order in 
the collection of big data or the creation of service dashboards. Yet, big 
data is not the only way, or even the best way, forward.
The future of both big data and public opinion data should be inter-
twined. Neither one can be a replacement for the other. While big data 
answers the who or the what, public opinion data answer the how or the 
why. Reliable and transparent sources of both big data and public opin-
ion data can come together to form powerful sources of information for 
our leaders and citizens alike.
Throughout history, rigorous data have shaped policy and swayed 
leadership. The uptick in neighborhood optimism represents an in-
creased attachment to individual communities, while simultaneously 
suggesting that folks are not as happy about the direction in which their 
cities and nation are headed. Data points like these allow leadership to 
continue to work for the people and step in to implement change where 
needed. If reliable and transparent data continue to be generated at this 
expedited rate, we can hope that collaboration between communities 
and leadership will improve greatly. •
Our 2019 LA Public Opinion Survey kicks off with another positive as-
sessment of the direction of the Los Angeles region, individual cities, 
and neighborhoods. After dipping in 2018, the levels held fairly steady in 
2019 with a slight downturn at the city level and an upswing throughout 
neighborhoods. 
This set of questions is just one of the ways the Center for the Study 
of Los Angeles tracks change in attitudes over the years. Yet, we are one 
of many voices speaking out about Los Angeles. Why should our data 
stand above the rest?
With more data available than at any other point in history, we are 
faced with two notable dilemmas. First, how do we know data are reli-
able? Second, how do we consume data? 
The first dilemma, data reliability, is addressed by the methodological 
rigor of our data and the transparency of the process. Now, more than 
ever, solid and sound public opinion data matter. With the influx of survey 
software comes a rise in the number of surveys that are created in min-
utes, posted online, and reported with unapologetic authority. How do we 
know whether any of these surveys are reliable?
A good rule of thumb is to review how many people were surveyed, 
how they were selected, and how the data were collected, but it goes 
beyond that. At StudyLA, we are charter members of the Transparency 
Initiative, demonstrating our commitment to being forthcoming in all 
our data practices. We are honored to share this title with giants in the 
WHY PUBLIC OPINION 
MATTERS
by Fernando Guerra, Ph.D., Brianne Gilbert,  
Mariya Vizireanu, Ph.D., Alex Kempler,  
Alejandra Alarcon, and Jorge Cortes
Reliable and transparent sources of both big 
data and public opinion data can come together 
to form powerful sources of information for our 
leaders and citizens alike.
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How do you think things are going in the Los Angeles region/your city/ 
your neighborhood: In the right direction or the wrong direction?
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place to retire (57%). They also recommend it as a safe place to live (75%) 
and for its overall quality of life (78%). 
This year the ratings in Los Angeles took a small hit. Like all major 
cities, LA has had its share of ups and downs, and the rest of these 
articles share those stories. Almost twice as many residents rate their city 
as having a good sense of community (35%) compared to a poor sense 
of community (18%). Yet almost half of Angelenos indicate the sense of 
community is fair (47%), leaving ample room for improvement. When 
residents rate their sense of community as good, 92% of them recom-
mend their city as a place to live. In contrast, only 50% of residents who 
rate their sense of community as poor recommend it as a place to live. 
Having this sense of community is both critical to the success of a region 
and provides a wonderful aspiration. •
Angelenos love Los Angeles and would recommend that other people 
move here too, even though they are concerned with the cost of living, 
mobility, and the increasing income gap.
A number of years ago, our team of researchers at StudyLA drafted 
a set of questions that went beyond traditional quality of life metrics. 
Many other research centers devise a series of questions that are com-
piled to form a quality of life measurement that can be tracked year to 
year. That series then needs to be analyzed and reviewed yearly to de-
termine whether those particular questions best define and constitute 
quality of life. At StudyLA, we wanted to keep it simple. At the end of the 
day, what did we really want to know? We wanted to know if people who 
lived in Los Angeles would recommend others to move here.
Angelenos would recommend their city as a place to live (81%), as 
a place to work (73%), as a place to raise children (71%), and even as a 
WOULD YOU RECOMMEND LA? 
ANGELENOS WOULD
by Brianne Gilbert
Recommendations as a place to live by sense of community rating
FAIR POOR GOOD 
How would you rate the sense of community as a characteristic in relation to your city 
























Those with a higher sense 
of community recommend 
their cities more.
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If someone was interested in moving to your city/area, would you recommend it 
for the following aspects?
yes no
FOR ITS OVERALL 
QUALITY OF LIFE
AS A PLACE TO RAISE 
CHILDREN
AS A SAFE PLACE 
TO LIVE
AS A PLACE 
TO RETIRE
AS A PLACE 
TO WORK
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tive outlook, expecting a better economy next year, both nationally and 
regionally (61% and 64% respectively) while females have been increas-
ingly more pessimistic (46% nationally and 53% regionally). Interestingly, 
the gap between male and female opinion on the economy began widen-
ing in 2017, immediately after the 2016 presidential election and contin-
ues to do so.
So what is happening here? Are there foreseeable fissures in next 
year’s economy? Have the tech, housing, retail, and manufacturing in-
dustries shown signs of collapse? Not so. An impending recession is on 
everyone’s mind. It has certainly been talked about as a natural progres-
sion, after ten years of record growth and prosperity. Yet, the toll the 
great recession caused on working Americans was by no means small 
and its effects are still fresh on many minds. 
Even so, as we examine the numbers, the majority of Angelenos still 
tilt toward a more positive outlook on the national economy and even 
more so with the regional economy. There is more good news: despite 
what can be perceived to be less certainty on the economy, perceptions 
considered “good” or “fair” on desirable employment opportunities con-
tinue to be positive. In fact, they are higher than they have ever been 
since we began asking the question in 2015, if only by a small margin.
So, when we take that deeper look at economic tides, we may not be 
completely convinced but signs of stability remain and most Angelenos 
generally believe we are in safe waters and holding steadfast. •
The 2019 Los Angeles Public Opinion Survey saw its lowest confidence 
level in both the national and regional economy since the survey began 
in 2014. Oddly enough, the Great Recession (of recent memory) officially 
ended in June 2009. Nearly ten years later, most indicators provide a 
positive outlook: near record unemployment, a Dow Jones average main-
taining itself at 25,000 points (more than 16,000 points higher than at 
the recession’s end) and a 2018 U.S. GDP growth at a very healthy 3%. 
Despite these desirable numbers, it is palpable that Angelenos are not as 
convinced as they used to be that the good times will keep rolling. 
The contrasts displayed in the chart, clearly indicate a downward trend 
for those who thought the economy would do better than the prior year. 
Angeleno optimism reached its peak in 2015 with 81% anticipating a better 
year to come. Nearly every successive year saw incremental decreases, 
leaving us today at 53% believing the economy will fare better next year. 
This is an 8% loss in confidence from last year’s survey, with a similar dip in 
public opinion for regional economy at 58% (from 68% in 2018).
Demographically, the greatest differences are within two categories: 
social class identification and gender. This year, those who identify as 
upper or middle class have a positive outlook on national and regional 
economy with percentages near 60%. Those who identify as lower class 
are nearly split on favorable perceptions of the regional economy (52%) 
and dip even lower on the national economy (46%). Differences by sex 





How would you rate the desirable employment opportunities as a characteristic 
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In general, do you believe the national economy will do much better, somewhat better, 
somewhat worse, or much worse in 2019 than 2018?












15% 54% 22% 9%
Do you believe the Los Angeles’ regional economy will do much better, 
somewhat better, somewhat worse, or much worse in 2019 than 2018?












15% 58% 20% 7%
17% 40% 29% 14%
15% 48% 28% 9%
17% 44% 26% 13%
15% 53% 24% 9%
13% 40% 32% 14%
12% 46% 33% 9%
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and Latina/o Angelenos—groups with lowest current financial self-as-
sessments—are also the most optimistic about their household’s financ-
es in the upcoming year. Latinas/os are most optimistic with 60% seeing 
better economic times ahead. What drives this group’s positivity? Age, 
education, and overall hopefulness are all important: Latina/o residents 
who are 29 or younger, hold a graduate degree, and who believe that 
things in the region are heading in the right direction are most optimistic 
about their future finances.
Lastly, self-reported social class has not changed in the past several 
years with one in six Angelenos self-reporting above middle class and 
41% reporting below middle class. Social class identification correlates 
with financial optimism: a majority of Angelenos self-identifying as upper 
or upper-middle class (58%) believe that their financial situation will im-
prove in the next year, yet only 47% of self-perceived lower-middle or 
lower class Angelenos feel this way. •
Almost half of Angelenos feel positive about their current financial 
standing and say they are in a “good” or “excellent” personal financial 
situation. However, this sentiment is not shared equally: there is a wide 
racial gap in economic assessments with majority of white residents 
(60%) stating they are in excellent/good shape but fewer African Ameri-
can (43%) and Latina/o (36%) residents saying the same. 
Perceived financial situation impacts one’s outlook on the future: 
Angelenos with better self-reported finances are more likely to say that 
their neighborhood is heading in the right direction. The same trend 
is also notable with ratings for the sense of community: the better the 
reported financial situation, the more likely one is to rate their sense of 
community as “good.”
In terms of outlook on the household’s financial standing in the up-
coming year, the rating has dipped by 6% between 2015 and 2017, but 
has bounced back to 51% in 2019. Optimism is highest among young 




by Mariya Vizireanu, Ph.D.
How would you rate your own personal financial situation?
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WORSENIMPROVE STAY THE SAME
By the end of the year, do you expect the financial situation in your household to 
















WORSENIMPROVE STAY THE SAME












If you were asked to use one of these five commonly used names for the social classes, 
which would you say you belong in: upper class, upper-middle class, middle class, 
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In 2018, did you visit any of the following locations? yes
OVERALL





























































Where do you find the locals? We wanted to know if Angelenos are drawn to some of the most iconic places in 
the region. Turns out, three out of four residents find themselves in Downtown LA (79%) or at the beach (75%). 
Furthermore, one out of every three Angelenos joins millions of tourists at Disneyland (33%)—the second most 
visited theme park in the world—or Universal Studios (33%).
Residents who identify as Angelenos were neither more nor less inclined to visit these places than residents 
who do not identify—the numbers matched up exactly the same for all five iconic places between the two 
groups. Angelenos overall, with appreciation for their home, who year after year would recommend their home 
to others, love to play tourist in their own town. While we are fortunate to be a short distance away from school, 
work, and all sorts of play, all residents know that there is more to the magic of Los Angeles than the iconic 
places seen on the silver or small screen. • 
ICONIC LA
by Alejandra Alarcon
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ANGELENOS WANT 
HEALTH CARE FOR ALL
by Mariya Vizireanu, Ph.D.
Most Angelenos (86%) report that their entire household has some 
type of health insurance coverage—a nearly identical representation of 
actual LA County health insurance coverage rate of 87% (US Census, 
2017). While coverage overall is high (over 79%) across age, race and 
income, some demographic groups do report lower rates: Latinas/os, 
younger Angelenos, and those with the lowest household incomes. 
Nationally, health care affordability is one of the top public priorities 
(Pew Research Center, 2019). Angelenos care greatly about the issue as 
Does everyone in your household 
currently have some kind of health 
insurance coverage, including private 
health insurance or government plans 
such as Medicare or Medicaid?
Do you have a disability (including physical, 
intellectual, psychiatric, or sensory 
disabilities) or a medical condition?
Do you or anyone in your household have 
what is known as a “pre-existing condition?”
With which side do you most closely identify 
regarding universal health care?
well, with 82% showing support for universal health care, a system that 
provides medical services to all citizens by the government regardless 
of their ability to pay. Unsurprisingly, liberal Angelenos are more likely 
to express support (90%) than conservatives (64%). Otherwise, support 
remains high across demographic groups with the exception of race: 
African American residents are most likely to express support (89%) and 
whites are the least (71%). Despite these gaps, a majority of Angelenos 
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Half of Angeleno households own a pet. About one-third own dogs only, 
9% only own cats (or, perhaps, the cats own them), 7% have both cats 
and dogs, and the rest have a different kind of pet or one that chooses 
to remain anonymous. Pets certainly play an important role in our lives: 
caring for pets is the fourth most meaningful/fulfilling activity for Ameri-
cans right behind spending time with friends (Pew Research Center: 
“Where Americans Find Meaning in Life,” 2018). Since Angeleno pet-
owners are more likely to be registered voters (82%) than those without 
pets (71%), they can also play an important role in the well-being of all 
animals via civic engagement.
This year’s StudyLA data give us a rare chance to compare public opin-
ion of the region’s residents by pet ownership. More importantly, it allows us 
to answer the age-old question: are “cat people” and “dog people” all that 
different? While the possible venues for analysis are endless, we focus on 
just some of the major themes: optimism, trust, and identity. 
Cat-owners are least optimistic when it comes to the direction of the 
region, their city, and their neighborhood—at least a 5% drop from dog 
owners and an even bigger drop (>9%) from those who cohabitate with 
both cats and dogs (the most optimistic group). Differences in trust are 
also apparent: in comparison to canine enthusiasts, cat-owners are less 
likely to trust the federal government (27% say “most of the time” or “just 
about always” vs. 35% of dog-owners), though they are more likely to 
trust neighbors (77% vs. 68%, respectively). In terms of the sense of be-
longing, feline enthusiasts identify as Angeleno at a higher rate (78%) 
than both dog-owners (69%) and those without pets (73%).
While causation should not be implied from these results, these find-
ings are in line with some of the known research on pet ownership and 
personality traits. Specifically, dog people have been shown to be more 
agreeable (e.g., higher in trust and other prosocial behaviors), while cat 
people are moodier but also more open to new experiences. Speaking of 
the latter, cat-owning Angelenos are more likely to report marijuana use 
in the past year (35%) than dog-owners (28%) and Angelenos with no 
pets (17%). However, households with both cats and dogs are “higher” 
than others at 41% reporting this behavior. 
Lastly, let’s break down a stereotype. Despite popular belief, a typical 
cat-owner in LA is not a single woman. Angelenos who share their house-
hold with a feline are in fact somewhat more likely to be married (49%) 
than those without pets (44%). Additionally, both cat- and dog-owners 
are more likely to be female (~55%) than male. 
What implications do these data have? One thing is clear: pet owners, 
regardless of pet type, just have more fun. Angelenos who own a pet are 
more likely to report visiting the beach, Disneyland, and Universal Studios 
in the past year which, as far as our research team is concerned, is a great 
proxy for true happiness. •
THE TRUTH ABOUT 
(ANGELENO) CATS  
AND DOGS
Mariya Vizireanu, Ph.D.
Is there a pet in your household?
44%56%
noyes
Of all Angeleno households:
7%  ARE HOUSEHOLDS WITH CAT(S) AND DOG(S)
3%  ARE HOUSEHOLDS WITH SOME OTHER TYPE 
OF PET (NOT CATS OR DOGS)
3%  ARE PET HOUSEHOLDS BUT THEIR PETS 
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TRUST OF MEDIA IN THE 
“FAKE NEWS” ERA
by Jorge Cortes
“The Most Trusted Name in News,” “Fair and Balanced,” “See the Whole 
Picture Everyday,” “All the News that’s Fit to Print”…these are just a hand-
ful of media taglines promising us journalistic objectivity and integrity. Is 
the media delivering on these promises? The answer to the question is 
mixed. The 2019 LA Public Opinion Survey indicates Angelenos’ opinion 
falls somewhere in the middle of the spectrum of complete trust or no 
trust at all. Seventy-two (72%) of those surveyed trust the media “most 
of the time” or “some of the time.” 
Yet, liberals and conservatives do perceive media differently with lib-
erals trusting media significantly more (45% “just about always” or “most 
of the time”) compared to conservatives (28%). Remarkably, eighteen 
percent (18%) of Angelenos trust the media “none of the time” demon-
strating that in the era of “fake news,” this narrative has gained some 
traction as it is bandied about from both left and right. Nowhere is this 
more evident than with conservatives of which one in four (26%) trust 
the media “none of the time.”
Trust or no trust, we inevitably choose a news source, whether at work, 
in our car, or in the living room. In Los Angeles, the second largest media 
market in the country, local TV news is the preferred source for Angelenos 
(34%) with the most trusted local news source being KTLA 5 (22%) and 
KABC 7 just trailing (21%). Social media or online-only news is a close 
second (29%) demonstrating that internet-based news sources have 
caught up to local TV news dominance and have easily surpassed radio 
(9%) and print (10%). Facebook has a commanding presence (31%) as a 
trusted news source. This trend is most evident with 18 to 29 year-olds, 
whose online source for media more than doubles (56%) overall numbers. 
Cable news, for all the hoopla, remains a distant third (19%). A 
plausible explanation for this lower number may be that they are often 
considered the purveyors of “fake news,” where distrust is widespread. •
Which source of news do you most trust [from your most frequent news source]?
LOCAL TV:
22%  KTLA  
(CHANNEL 5) 
21%  KABC  
(CHANNEL 7) 
13%  TELEMUNDO 
(CHANNEL 52)
 







(IN PRINT OR 
ONLINE):
44% LA TIMES 
17% NEW YORK TIMES 



























Most frequent news source
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How much of the time do you think you can trust the media to do what is right: just 
about always, most of the time, only some of the time, or none of the time?
JUST ABOUT 
ALWAYS NONE OF THE TIMEONLY SOME OF THE TIMEMOST OF THE TIME
10% 28% 44% 18%
From which form of news media do you most often get your information? 
LOCAL TV
RADIO  
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With which statement do you most agree?
THE SCHOOL DISTRICTS 




THE SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
SHOULD FOCUS ON 
GIVING FAMILIES MORE 
ALTERNATIVES SUCH AS 
ADDITIONAL CHARTER 
SCHOOL OPTIONS
ANGELENOS STOOD BY 
THEIR TEACHERS
by Brianne Gilbert
In the LA Votes 2018 Exit Poll, during the November election, StudyLA 
asked over 1,500 LA County voters if they would support the teachers 
going on strike. The results were overwhelming with 77% in support. 
Perhaps residents outside LAUSD felt safe supporting the strike when 
it did not affect their children. Or perhaps voters were more supportive 
than non-voters would be. Regardless of the reason, the number was 
notably high.
For our annual LA Public Opinion Survey, we began surveying on 
January 2, and we continued until well after the strike ended. The timing 
could not have been better from the perspective of our survey because 
it allowed us to survey before, during, and after the strike. Through-
out the county, every demographic and geographic we surveyed sup-
ported the teachers going on strike. Seventy-seven percent of Angele-
nos countywide (with nearly identical numbers in and out of LAUSD’s 
boundaries) supported the strike, growing to 79% during the strike, and 
a whopping 83% after the strike. •
25%75%
How would you rate the quality of K-12 education as a characteristic in relation to your 





THE TIMEONLY SOME OF THE TIMEMOST OF THE TIME
18% 37% 36% 8%






Last August, LAUSD teachers voted to authorize a strike if labor negotiations cannot 
reach an agreement. Would you/do you/did you support LAUSD teachers going on 
strike this January to meet their demands?
OVERALL 
BEFORE THE STRIKE 
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the rest of the country, however, as support for gun control is only at 51% 
nationally (Pew Research Center, 2017). Angelenos differ from the rest of 
the country on other topics as well: climate change is a wedge issue na-
tion-wide (only 48% say it is mostly due to human activity; Pew Research 
Center) but not in the Los Angeles region where 72% say it is caused 
by humans. Similarly, most Angelenos (70%) support increases in mini-
mum wage while only 52% of Americans show support (Pew Research 
Center, 2016). For other issues, Angelenos, Californians, and Americans 
think alike—for example, a majority of all three support marijuana legal-
ization (PPIC, 2016; Pew Research Center, 2018). The same holds true 
for gay marriage (PPIC, 2014; Pew Research Center, 2017) and the right 
to abortion (PPIC, 2016; Pew Research Center, 2016) with a majority of 
Angelenos, Californians, and Americans showing support. 
What can we expect as we think ahead? We can anticipate Angele-
nos getting even more progressive. As an example, Angelenos under 30 
are considerably more likely to support gay marriage and legalization of 
marijuana than Angelenos over 65 years old (30% and 26% gap, respec-
tively). Younger residents are also less likely to think that gentrification is 
a good thing (11% gap). Thus, as the new generations replace the older 
ones, Los Angeles will become even more progressive. • 
There are no wedge issues in Los Angeles. A “wedge issue” is a social 
or political matter that divides or causes conflict in an otherwise unified 
demographic or population group.
This year, our survey asked Angelenos on which side they would 
most closely identify for a variety of topics, and the vast majority of them 
did not divide Los Angeles. Angelenos are unified in their opinion about 
national wedge issues and there is a broad consensus about what we 
value—universal health care, immigration, and increased gun control to 
name a few. The results also clearly show that Angelenos are in the lib-
eral spectrum, which is no surprise as Democrats have been dominating 
recent elections. The greater consensus on wedge issues in Los Angeles 
is associated with the rise of Democratic voter registration, Democratic 
voters, and therefore, Democratic officeholders. In the few issues where 
Angelenos do appear to be divided, such as neighborhood development, 
there is no one group—such as ethnicity, income, or even ideology—
which finds itself overwhelmingly on one side. That is, we disagree or 
are divided on these two issues, but not by race, income, or geography.
Angelenos do not differ much from the rest of Californians. For ex-
ample, in terms of gun control, a majority of Angelenos (75%) and Cali-
fornians (64%) want stricter laws (PPIC, 2018). This position differs from 
NO WEDGE ISSUES 
IN LOS ANGELES
by Fernando Guerra, Ph.D.
The greater consensus on wedge issues in Los 
Angeles is associated with the rise of Democratic 
voter registration, Democratic voters, and 
therefore, Democratic officeholders.
292019 | FORECAST LA 
U N D E R S T A N D I N G  T O D AY ’ S  A N G E L E N O S
With which side do you most closely identify?
















MORE GUN CONTROL LESS GUN CONTROL
Minimum wage increase 70% 30%
YES NO
GOOD THING BAD THING
Gay marriage 66% 34%
SUPPORT GAY MARRIAGE OPPOSE GAY MARRIAGE
Marijuana 61% 39%
LEGALIZE MARIJUANA MAKE MARIJUANA ILLEGAL
Economic disparity 91% 9%
INCREASE OR STAY THE SAME DECREASE
NOT IN MY BACKYARD YES IN MY BACKYARD
Climate change 72% 28%
CAUSED BY HUMANS CAUSED NATURALLY
Right to an abortion 62% 38%
PRO-CHOICE PRO-LIFE
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new additions as of this year. Confidence in science and technology are 
particularly salient now as concerns over climate change, human gene 
editing, new food technologies, and other areas of innovation have been 
increasing over the past several years. Trust in both institutions is highly 
correlated—a majority (59%) of those who trust the scientific community 
most of the time/just about always also trust major tech companies as 
much. As one might expect, confidence in these institutions is a factor in 
forming opinions: Angelenos who trust the scientific community most of 
the time/just about always are also more likely to say that new food tech 
is a good thing (7% gap with those who trust it less) and that climate 
change is caused by humans (6% gap). Meanwhile, Angelenos who place 
more trust in tech companies are also more supportive of one moving 
into their community: about half of residents who trust tech companies 
most of the time/just about always are “very supportive” while only a 
third of residents who trust companies less report such high support. 
What do these data tell us about Angeleno confidence in various en-
tities? Considering that we place the most trust in neighbors, schools, 
and police departments (one in five say they trust them “just about 
always”), it appears that confidence is highest in local entities. This may 
be due to higher familiarity with such institutions as well as perceived 
similarity in values—explanations supported by a large body of scientific 
research on the topic. •
Trust in institutions is an important marker of the perceived state of af-
fairs in a democratic society. What is the state of Angeleno confidence in 
institutions and how do their opinions reflect this confidence? More than 
half of LA County residents trust their police department, school district, 
energy provider, the scientific community and their neighbors “most of 
the time” or “just about always”. Less than half trust the media, major 
technology companies, and the government.
In terms of the latter, trust increases as Angelenos think closer to 
home—from just 36% for federal government to 45% for city. Despite the 
lowest confidence at the federal level, twice more Angelenos still trust 
Washington to do what is right in comparison to Americans overall (36% 
vs. 18%, respectively) (Pew Research Center, Public Trust in Government: 
1958-2017). Naturally, political affiliation plays a role with conservative 
Angelenos being more likely to trust the federal government than liber-
als (45% vs. only 30%). The inverse is true for state government, where 
liberals have greater trust than conservatives. For city government, trust 
levels are identical at 45%. Partisanship is important for trust in other 
institutions as well: more conservatives trust their energy provider (9% 
gap with liberals) and major tech companies (7% gap), but more liberals 
trust labor unions (18% gap with conservatives) and the scientific com-
munity (10% gap).
While StudyLA has asked the majority of trust questions since 2017, 




by Mariya Vizireanu, Ph.D.
Considering that we place the most trust in 
neighbors, schools and police departments 
(one in five say they trust them “just about 
always”), it appears that confidence is 
highest in local entities. 
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22% 40% 31% 7%
12% 33% 43% 11%
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#METOO IN THE 
COURT OF PUBLIC 
OPINION 
by Alejandra Alarcon
The nation’s continued shift towards a culture of accountability has 
brought elites in entertainment, business, and politics into the courtroom 
as well as into the court of public opinion. However, it has been compli-
cated: while residents generally agree that sexual misconduct is a bad 
thing, they are split over how to approach the problem and disagree on 
what accountability looks like. Last year, StudyLA asked residents if they 
believed someone who has committed sexual harassment in the work-
place should be able to keep their job. We were alarmed to learn that 11% 
of residents thought the person should stay employed. 
In the months following the dissemination of our 2018 survey, the 
U.S. Senate voted 50-48 to confirm Judge Brett Kavanaugh much to 
the dismay of many across the nation. This propelled #NotYou, a direct 
response to #MeToo’s shortcomings in reaching the elite. #MeToo has 
created a space that has empowered many to speak out on their ex-
periences with sexual harassment, not only bringing decades’ worth of 
incidents into sharp focus but also disrupting the cultures that allowed 
for them to happen. The movement is a direct challenge to abuse of 
power and, thus, to those in power. As with many movements, the privi-
leged see it as a threat because they have the most to lose. As cultures 
shift, norms change, and people speak out, it is our duty to actively 
participate in fostering spaces that empower by upholding institutions 
that hold all accountable. •
In the 2019 Los Angeles Public Opinion Survey, StudyLA asked Angele-
nos to cast the #MeToo movement as having gone too far, having been 
about right, or having not gone far enough. Nearly half of Angelenos 
(47%) say the movement has been about right. However, more Angele-
nos indicate the movement has gone too far (30%) than indicate it has 
not gone far enough (24%). 
The most striking figures are the comparisons by political ideology: 
half of conservative Angelenos (50%) believe that #MeToo has gone too 
far. By sex, conservative males and females feel the same way with simi-
larly high rates (52% and 48%, respectively). By social class, the number 
jumps to 60% among upper-class conservatives, 55% for middle-class 
conservatives, and 43% for lower-class conservatives, all comparatively 
much higher than for Angelenos overall. 
For Angelenos overall, the most pertinent demographic categories 
are race, social class, and household income. Notably, those who are con-
sidered to have more privilege are the ones who are most likely to feel 
#MeToo has gone too far. By race, 39% of whites believe the movement 
has gone too far while only ~25% of African Americans, Asian Americans, 
and Latinas/os believe that to be the case. The general trend by social 
class and by household class is that the higher the status, the more likely 
the person believes #MeToo has gone too far.
Notably, those who are considered to have 
more privilege are the ones who are most 
likely to feel #MeToo has gone too far.
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Do you think the #MeToo movement against sexual harassment has gone too far, 
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PERCEIVING HATE 
IN LOS ANGELES 
COUNTY
by Alex Kempler
Eleven percent of Angelenos report that they or someone in their house-
hold was a victim of a hate crime in 2018. This is alarming since only 
508 hate crimes were reported in the county in 2018. According to our 
data, the responses to our survey would amount to tens of thousands of 
hate crimes. Either there has been tremendous underreporting of hate 
crimes or there have been wide misconceptions of the official definition 
put in place by federal, state, and local government. While the number 
does not seem high as a percent, it is still devastating. We believe what is 
driving the data is a different perception of what a hate crime is.
Overall, while 72% of respondents feel that race relations are going 
somewhat well or very well in Los Angeles, respondents whose house-
holds have experienced hate crimes are eight percent more likely to 
think that racial and ethnic group relations are going badly. 
What explains the gap between perceptions of hate crimes and what 
is reported to law enforcement? From 2011-2015, the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics National Crime Victimization Survey found that 54% of hate-
motivated incidents were not reported to law enforcement during these 
years. That would put LA County at around 1,000 hate crimes per year, 
nowhere near perceived hate crime levels from our survey. 
Of course, perceptions of hate crimes are different than action-
able crimes that fall under the FBI’s legal definition. A racial slur, preju-
dice, even hate itself, are not illegal. What’s disturbing is that such a 
large number of Angelenos, regardless of whether they know the legal 
definition, are perceiving hate in their own community. These num-
bers differ across demographics, with 14% of African Americans, 18% 
of 18-29 year olds, and 27% of those who identify as LGBTQ report-
ing hate crimes in their household within the last year. Evidently, Los 
Angeles County has some work to do in understanding hate-related 













Percentage of households in which 
someone was a victim of a hate crime
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Overall, how would you say that the racial and ethnic groups in Los Angeles are 
getting along these days?
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Just a year after the first legal sales of recreational marijuana in California, 
we asked Angelenos which side they most closely identify with: legaliz-
ing marijuana or making marijuana illegal. Not surprisingly, a majority of 
respondents (61%) sided with California’s law of the land. Proposition 64 
passed with 60% support in LA County, on par with our survey’s support 
levels. But let’s get to the bottom of how many of these supportive folks 
are actually using marijuana. 
The Los Angeles County Health Survey (2015, before the passage 
of Prop 64) asks respondents whether they have used any form of mari-
juana in the last year. The survey put use levels at 12% overall. When 
we asked our respondents whether they or someone in their household 
used marijuana in 2018, 25% said yes. Household use levels are remark-
ably high for 18-29 year-olds and LGBTQ respondents, at 40% and 54% 
respectively. Even though the progressive youth have spoken legaliza-
tion-wise, non-registered voter use levels are a bit low compared to reg-
istered voter use levels (20% vs. 27%). 
Indeed, only 49% of non-registered voters side with legalizing mari-
juana, 15 points lower than their registered voter counterparts. Age also 
plays a role, with support decreasing linearly from 73% of 18-29 year-olds 
to only 47% of 65+ respondents. Given California’s status as one out of 
only 10 states to legalize recreational use and Los Angeles’ overwhelm-
ingly liberal leanings, we would expect support levels to be higher than 
the national public opinion level of 62% (Pew Research Center, 2018). 
Public opinion may also be affected by the fact that collected taxes have 
not increased since legalization. Given the amount of use, opponents 
may argue that there should be lots of extra money.
What’s driving demographic differences in use and support levels 
may be de-stigmatization of the substance, which is evidently reaching 
those more open to change. Since the legalization of marijuana in Cali-
fornia, the cannabis industry has made a large push to normalize the use 
of weed. One example is MedMen’s $2-million “Forget Stoner” advertising 
campaign, which featured everyday folks next to the crossed-out label of 
“stoner” and their actual title: cops, nurses, teachers, scientists, construc-
tion foremen, and grandmothers. The Culver City-based company has 
increased the visibility of the industry to all Angelenos, who likely have, 
at some point, driven past their billboards. What’s more, recreational dis-
pensaries now line the streets of Los Angeles, and delivery services like 
Eaze allow even the busy or self-conscious pot user to obtain marijuana 
easily. In the coming years, we’ll almost certainly see increased use and 
support levels, as more states move towards legalization and the industry 
continues to chip away at pre-existing stigmas. •
CHECKING IN WITH 











With which side do you most closely 
identify regarding marijuana?
39%61%
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Gun control is a national issue given the frequency of mass shootings. Gun 
control has been offered as a response to mitigate gun violence. Over-
whelmingly, Angelenos are in favor of gun control (75%). This support for 
gun control is evident in every demographic category. The most promi-
nent difference is with conservatives who still favor gun control (62%), yet, 
to a much lesser degree than moderates (74%) or liberals (84%). Still the 
consensus is irrefutable: most Angelenos favor gun control. 
Responses to gun ownership within the household differ at the 
local, state, and national level. Nineteen percent (19%) of individuals 
say someone in their household owns a gun in Los Angeles County, 
whereas 25% of Californians say someone in their household owns a 
gun. This number is still well below the national average; 42% of U.S. 
residents live in a home with a gun (UC Davis, 2018; Pew Research 
Center, 2018). The demographic contrasts are somewhat predictable 
for households with gun ownership. Homeowners (26%) surpass rent-
ers (12%), and the upper class (35%) surpasses the lower class (12%). A 
possible explanation is that those with more property or possessions 
seek more ways to protect themselves as they could fall prey to bur-
glaries or other types of crime. 
The most interesting contrast comes when comparing gun owning 
households to non-gun owning households on the issue of gun control. 
Fifty-seven percent of gun owning households favor gun control, whereas 
79% of non-gun owning households do. While a marginal difference is pre-
dictable, we still see that gun owner households favor more gun control. 
In light of the inarguable prevalence of mass shootings on every scale, the 













Percentage of households in which 
someone owns a gun
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Do you or anyone in your household own a gun (NOT including air guns, such as 
















Less gun controlMore gun control 
75% 25%
With which side do you most closely identify regarding gun control?
OWNS A GUN




MORE GUN CONTROL LESS GUN CONTROL 
noyes
19% 81%
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by Alejandra Alarcon 
than any other racial group (only 9% of Latinas/os, 9% of whites, and 7% 
of Asian Americans believe the gap will decrease). The residents most 
worried that the economic disparity between the rich and the poor will 
increase are the elites: those with graduate degrees (73%) and those with 
annual household incomes of $100K-<$150K (61%) and $150K+ (67%). In 
other words, residents with seemingly stronger safety nets are the ones 
most worried that the economic disparity between the rich and the poor 
will get worse.
Earlier this year, Governor Gavin Newsom reaffirmed the state gov-
ernment’s commitment to affordable housing by providing local govern-
ments additional resources to complete short-term projects. However, he 
also threatened penalties for local governments who fail to meet target 
goals, challenging NIMBYs and their influence over their local govern-
ment, arguably the greatest threat to new affordable housing develop-
ments. In Los Angeles, residents are evenly split as NIMBYs and YIMBYs 
(50% and 50%, respectively). While the Governor gave his first budget 
proposal, we asked residents whom they believe should determine the 
location of new homeless shelters. Residents were evenly split between 
city government and community stakeholders, a consistent trend not 
only for residents overall but generally across all demographic categories 
as well (exceptions include those who are 65 or older who are inclined 
to believe government should determine the locations (58%) as well as 
those with a household income of $100K-<$150K who are inclined to be-
lieve community stakeholders should determine locations (61%). 
Angelenos recognize the challenges posed by economic dispar-
ity, housing, and homelessness. Although the NIMBY and YIMBY split 
is even, Angelenos overall believe in economic development and the 
building of permanent supportive housing in their neighborhoods. In 
order to effectively address the issue, leaders must strategically lever-
age resident support. •
Homelessness continues to be one of the key social issues facing An-
gelenos today. There is a consensus among leaders and residents that 
the issue must be addressed. Angelenos have provided the resources 
with their overwhelming support for Measures H and HHH. Angelenos 
have also provided broad support for addressing homelessness—our 
2018 survey demonstrated that over two-thirds of residents (72%) were 
in support of the building of permanent supportive housing within ten 
blocks, or approximately a mile, from their home. Why, then, do Angele-
nos perceive the problem getting worse?
In 2018, the Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority (LAHSA) 
reported that there were 52,765 people experiencing homelessness 
throughout Los Angeles County. While the number is alarmingly high, 
LAHSA actually reported a decrease in homelessness for the first 
time in four years. However, in 2019, we asked Angelenos how they 
would rate homelessness as a characteristic in relation to their city or 
the county as a whole. The gap between those who would rate it as 
good and those who would rate it as poor has widened over the years 
(30 point difference in 2015 versus 45 point difference in 2019). This 
comes as no surprise given that the economic factors driving people 
into homelessness continue. Los Angeles struggles with providing af-
fordable housing and residents do not necessarily seem optimistic that 
the situation will improve. 
Tellingly, when asked if they think the economic disparity between 
the rich and the poor will increase, stay the same, or decrease in the 
future, over half of Angelenos believe it will increase. Not only has this 
trend persisted over the years in which we have asked the question, but 
fewer Angelenos now believe that the disparity will decrease than they 
did in years past (18% in 2015 versus 9% in 2017). In 2019, 16% of Afri-
can American residents, who continue to be overrepresented among the 
homeless population, believe the gap will decrease. This is notably higher 
Although the NIMBY and YIMBY split is 
even, Angelenos overall believe in economic 
development and the building of permanent 
supportive housing in their neighborhoods. 
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Do you think the growing economic disparity between the rich and the poor  
will increase, stay the same, or decrease in the future?





2019 56% 35% 9%
How would you rate homelessness as a characteristic in relation to your city or 
LA County as a whole?
Community stakeholdersCity government
51% 49%
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Eight in ten respondents feel that a majority of their fellow residents 
cannot afford to buy a home in Los Angeles. Despite the overwhelm-
ing consensus that housing is not affordable, residents still disagree on 
ways to address the issue. 
When asked whether they most identify with “not in my backyard” 
or “yes in my backyard” ideology, Angelenos are split down the middle. 
Both arguments have taken hold in neighborhoods like Venice, with 
large populations of individuals experiencing homelessness, where shel-
ters are needed but not necessarily desired.
On the issue of gentrification, only a slight majority feel that gentrifica-
tion is a good thing (55%) versus a bad thing (45%). Wealthier individuals 
moving into neighborhoods like Boyle Heights are simultaneously pricing 
folks out of their homes and contributing to economic growth in the area. 
Finally, when residents were asked whether they think that the state 
of California should force cities to build more housing or that housing 
approvals should remain with a city, respondents were again almost split 
down the middle (46% vs. 54% respectively). In fact, California already 
passed a bill in 2017 that forces cities and counties to loosen restrictions 
on building more multi-family housing. 
Class and income are the common divisor across demographics, 
with the self-identified upper class and higher income levels identify-
ing more closely with a positive view of gentrification. Housing approv-
als are controversial not only across class and income levels, but also 
for city vs. county residents, racial groups, age groups, and renters vs. 
owners. City dwellers, black and brown communities, Gen Xers, Millenni-
als, and apartment renters, are asking for the state to continue to step in, 
and perhaps hoping that consensus on the crisis may bring consensus 
on a solution. •







With which statement do you most agree?
THE STATE OF 
CALIFORNIA SHOULD 
FORCE CITIES TO BUILD 
MORE HOUSING
HOUSING APPROVALS 




With which side do you most closely identify 
regarding neighborhood development? 
YES 
IN MY BACKYARD 
NOT 
IN MY BACKYARD 
45%55%
With which side do you most closely 
identify regarding gentrification?
GOOD THING BAD THING
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BRING ON THE CHANGES, 
LOS ANGELES
by Brianne Gilbert
Angelenos, on the other hand, see the benefits of redevelopment. 
Every demographic said redevelopment was mainly good for people like 
them. Even 68% of residents who said gentrification was a bad thing still 
felt that redevelopment was mainly good for people like them. In short, 
they are open to change, particularly on the eastern half of Los Angeles 
County.
Angelenos are open to change in the way we move around the city, 
with 63% of residents showing support for the presence or expansion of 
electric scooters, even more so Downtown and in South LA. Angelenos 
are also supportive of a major tech company moving into their commu-
nity (78%). However, that support is not unconditional. Less than half 
(45%) of Angelenos say they trust major technology companies to do 
what is right just about always or most of the time. •
Efforts have been made to redevelop certain areas in Los Angeles 
County to attract new businesses and residents. Do you think this 
process of redevelopment is mainly good or mainly bad for people 
like you? It’s a bold question that gets at the underlying feelings toward 
growth and change. Even bolder is the finding that 78% of Angelenos 
think redevelopment is mainly good for people like them. 
As our team of researchers at StudyLA writes questions for our 
annual survey, we also scour the news for trends and topics of interest 
to our community. Sometimes we find a question from elsewhere in the 
country that is a perfect fit for LA and allows us to compare the results. In 
2015, the Washington Post queried D.C. residents using the same ques-
tion. At the time, 63% of their residents thought it was mainly good, a 
number that had steadily dropped since they initially asked in 2000, with 
several demographics thinking it was mainly bad.
Percentage of support for the presence 
or expansion of electric scooters (such as 
























Percentage who think the process 
of redevelopment is mainly good for 
someone like them
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MAINLY GOOD
Efforts have been made to redevelop certain areas in Los Angeles County to attract new 
businesses and residents. Do you think this process of redevelopment is mainly good or 























Would you be supportive of a major tech company moving into your community?
VERY SUPPORTIVE SOMEWHAT SUPPORTIVE
NOT TOO 
SUPPORTIVE
NOT AT ALL 
SUPPORTIVE 
Do you support the presence or expansion of electric scooters (such as Bird or Lime) 
in your community?
How much of the time do you think you can trust major technology companies to do  
what is right?
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PUBLIC AWARENESS 
AND SUPPORT FOR 
RENEWABLE ENERGIES
by Alex Kempler
newables, whereas geothermal and biomass energy are perhaps lesser 
known or understood by the public.
When examining preferences for renewables by geographic areas, 
including by city and unincorporated areas, there are only slight differ-
ences in locations such as Antelope Valley, in which a larger number 
of respondents chose hydropower and biomass energy than in other 
areas. Such projects are perhaps more viable and visible in less popu-
lated areas like Antelope Valley. The diversity of preferences also re-
flects greater public awareness of issues, likely a result of the Ante-
lope Valley Plan passed by the LA Board of Supervisors in 2015, one of 
largest efforts in the development of renewable energy in Los Angeles 
County. Research has shown that education on these different types 
of renewables will only increase support, bolstering an already widely 
supported push to address climate change. •
California has a new goal to rely entirely on zero-emission energy sourc-
es by the year 2045. The state, county, and city are moving towards re-
newables. Given that the move has to occur and Angelenos agree with 
that move, we asked what kind of renewables respondents support the 
most out of five types: solar power, wind energy, hydropower, geothermal 
energy, and biomass energy. A vast majority (72%) of Angelenos chose 
solar power over other renewables. From the four remaining choices, they 
were asked to pick a second—from here, a majority of respondents chose 
wind energy (45%). These choices were steady across demographics, in-
cluding education and income levels. 
Preferences for solar and wind renewables reflect the small-scale and 
utility-scale projects in which Los Angeles County is currently involved, 
aided by the County’s Renewable Energy Ordinance of 2016. Solar and 
wind energy are the most commonly used and familiar types of re-
How would you rate city/county sustainability (e.g., solar energy programs, energy 
conservation, clean water, etc.) as a service in your city or LA County as a whole?
GOOD FAIR POOR
42% 11%47%
Would you be willing to pay more in taxes or fees to make utility fees more equitable for 
all residents?
STRONGLY SUPPORT SOMEWHAT SUPPORTIVE SOMEWHAT OPPOSE STRONGLY OPPOSE
OVERALL 
REGISTERED VOTER* 
NOT REGISTERED TO VOTE*
Currently, [LADWP/Edison/your energy provider] is attempting to increase the amount 
of energy from renewable resources. Which one of these five renewables would you 
support the most? 
13% WIND ENERGY
SOLAR POWER72%







 Solar panels on the roof of University Hall at Loyola Marymount University*Self-identified
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ANGELENOS WELCOME 
NEW FOOD TECH: 
A PROMISING 
LANDSCAPE FOR 
THE FUTURE OF FOOD
by Mariya Vizireanu, Ph.D.
Research Center, The New Food Fights: US Public Divides over Food Sci-
ence, 2016). Finally, generally optimistic Angelenos —those who believe 
the region is heading in the right direction—are also considerably more 
likely to welcome new food tech (72% vs. 58% for residents who say the 
region is heading in the wrong direction). 
Consistent with research on technological risk perceptions, trust is 
crucial. The likelihood of endorsing new food tech as a good thing in-
creases with more trust in both the scientific community and major tech-
nology companies. Specifically, 71% of Angelenos who trust the scientific 
community “just about always” say new food tech is a good thing, com-
pared to only 51% of those who trust it “none of the time.” The relation-
ship with trust in major tech companies is nearly identical with 75% and 
49%, accordingly. Additionally, trust in the latter is higher in LA County 
than nationally—45% of Angelenos say they can trust major tech compa-
nies “most of the time” or “just about always” while only 28% of Americans 
feel this way (Pew Research Center: Public Attitudes Towards Technol-
ogy Companies, 2018).
The positive public opinion climate for food innovation and related 
policy in the region is great news, especially for the top food producing 
state in the country. Such optimism for food science and technology is 
crucial for a safe and sustainable food supply and can hopefully set the 
trend for the rest of the country. •
In the next 40 years, we need to make more food than has been pro-
duced over the past 10,000 years—a goal unlikely to be achieved with-
out science and technology. With a majority of Angelenos (66%) con-
sidering new food technologies a “good thing,” the implications for the 
future of food production are promising. 
What “new food technology” means can, of course, include a wide 
range of specific applications—from genetically engineered foods that 
tend to be most polarizing to nanotechnology use that is less known 
overall. While some public opinion surveys provide such specifics, the 
goal of StudyLA’s more general question is to avoid swaying opinion with 
concrete examples and the biases that they may carry.
Who is most likely to welcome new food tech? Younger residents 
tend to view it most positively, yet the relationship between attitudes and 
age is not linear: Angelenos under 30 and over 64 are the two age groups 
that endorse new food tech the most. In generational terms, Millennials 
(ages 22-36) are most likely to consider new food tech as a good thing at 
74%. Opinion also differs by race, with 74% of Asian American residents 
endorsing new food tech and only 58% of African American residents 
sharing the sentiment. Attitudes further vary by gender and geographic 
area with higher endorsement among males (69% vs. 63% for females) 
and city of Los Angeles residents (70% vs. 63% for rest of LA County). 
Note that endorsement is not tied to partisanship, education, or income, 
which mirrors findings of national public opinion work on the topic (Pew 
Generally optimistic Angelenos... are also 
considerably more likely to welcome new  
food tech (72% vs. 58%).
With which side do you most closely identify regarding new food technologies? 
Bad thingGood thing
66% 34%
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BY TRUST IN THE SCIENTIFIC 
COMMUNITY
JUST ABOUT ALL THE TIME 
MOST OF THE TIME 
ONLY SOME OF THE TIME 
NONE OF THE TIME
BY TRUST IN MAJOR TECHNOLOGY 
COMPANIES
JUST ABOUT ALL THE TIME 
MOST OF THE TIME 
ONLY SOME OF THE TIME 
NONE OF THE TIME
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THE LIBERAL/CONSERVATIVE DIVIDE 
AND A DEMOCRATICALLY 
CONTROLLED LEGISLATURE
by Jorge Cortes
California finds itself in a unique position. All the superlatives associated 
with it (most populous state, largest economy, largest electoral delega-
tion and so on…) give the state a commanding presence in national poli-
tics. The impact is not lost in the numbers: 39% of Angelenos identify as 
liberals, consistent with their political beliefs. Similarly, moderates (31%) 
and conservatives (29%) have remained stable for several years now. 
Still the gains by Democrats as elected officials are resounding, with 
many moderates voting for Democratic candidates. It is also important 
to note some of the policy issues that LA residents hold dear across 
political ideologies: environment and sustainability, gun control, educa-
tion, and immigrants’ rights to name a few. We can also attribute the 
rate to the steady influx of people who have moved to Los Angeles in 
the last five years. These newly minted Angelenos bring with them their 
political beliefs with 51% claiming liberal values, much higher than those 
already here.
For Democrats, the end-result of this consistently liberal stance ac-
companied by burgeoning Democratic-leaning moderates has been his-
torically successful in both California and the Los Angeles region. The 
2018 midterms saw this blue state turn a dark blue as Californians over-
whelmingly selected Democrats in many city, state, and national races. 
There are now supermajorities in both the State Senate and State As-
sembly. Statewide elected officials are all Democrats as they are on the 
LA City Council, and the list goes on. 
Yet, is so much Democratic control good for us? Angelenos are 
overwhelmingly happy with the current state of politics with 68% seeing 
this as a good thing. Across demographics, favorability for Democratic 
control in statewide office and the state legislature is constant. Some dif-
ferences are visible with age especially 18-29 year olds (73%) compared 
to those 65 or older (61%). This may indicate that older, experienced 
residents are cautious of one party dominance. For the time being, these 
recently elected officials can enjoy their honeymoon phase with the as-














Politically, do you consider yourself to be very liberal, somewhat liberal, moderate, 
somewhat conservative, or very conservative?
68% 32%
GOOD THING BAD THING
VERY LIBERAL SOMEWHAT LIBERAL
The Democrats control all statewide elected offices and supermajorities in the legislature. 






GOOD THING BAD THING
14% 11%31% 18%25%
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ANGELENOS AND 
PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES 
by Fernando J. Guerra, Ph.D. 
In less than a year, California will hold its presidential primary and every 
voter will be sent a vote-by-mail ballot at the same time the Iowa caucus 
begins. California has more voters than every other state in the coun-
try, and Los Angeles County voters make up 26% percent of California’s 
likely voters (PPIC, 2018).
So will California—and Los Angeles for that matter—support its 
favorite son or daughter as a presidential nominee? Not knowing who 
would be a candidate at the time, StudyLA tested several candidates 
who had indicated some likelihood of running. Out of all of our pre-
candidates, only Kamala Harris decided to run while our survey was in 
the field. On January 9 Tom Steyer declined a run, on January 25 Gavin 
Newsom gave an emphatic no, Eric Garcetti withdrew on January 29, 
and Adam Schiff dropped out on February 4 (jury’s still out on Eric Swal-
well). Of course, legally, they could all still change their minds, but our 
data suggest they shouldn’t.
With the California election being on Super Tuesday, Kamala Harris 
will have a tremendous advantage, not only in California, but in Los An-
geles. Of all the pre-candidates, Harris not only has the largest level of 
support of African American registered voters (73%), but also of female 
registered voters (60%). As we’ve seen in previous polls (including a 
summer 2017 poll finding 63% of Angeleno support for a Garcetti presi-
dential bid, as well as our incredibly accurate 2017 exit poll predicting 
Garcetti’s mayoral win), Garcetti continues to get Latina/o registered 
voter, at 65%.. But Harris is not far behind, with 62% Latina/o registered 
voter support. If California’s favorite daughter can win the primary, the 
impact on national results will be significant and potentially catapult her 
to the nomination and possibly the White House. •
There is discussion about several Californians running for President. Would you 





















As of the printing of this book, Kamala Harris is the only confirmed candidate running 
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Student Success
At its core, StudyLA is a teaching institution. It is recognized as one of the leading 
undergraduate research centers in the nation. StudyLA provides rigorous, mentored 
research experiences with an emphasis on hands-on field research through our exit 
polls, community studies, and other field research projects. Every year, StudyLA student 
research culminates with participation in the University’s undergraduate research 
symposium. By the end of their time at StudyLA, students gain a deep understanding  
of the issues affecting Los Angeles through research and develop a strong commitment  
to active citizenship and civic engagement.
Presented Research
UNDERGRADUATE RESEARCH SYMPOSIUM
 •  100% acceptance rate for 13 students to present 
original research findings in March 2019
NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON UNDERGRADUATE RESEARCH
 •  100% acceptance rate for 4 students to present original 
research findings at Kennesaw State University in April 2019
 •  100% students received the BCLA Student 
Conference/Travel Funding
Data Collected by Students
DOWNTOWN LA STUDY
 • 50 researchers
 • 2,207 surveys collected
 • 480 hours of research
LA VOTES ELECTION PROJECT
 • 122 researchers
 • 1,546 surveys collected
 • 600 assessments completed





HOURS OF MENTORED 
RESEARCH3,105
HOURS OF FIELD 
RESEARCH1,392
StudyLA Student Engagement in 2019







Education repeatedly surfaces as a top area of concern amongst leaders and the public.  
In an effort to influence institutional change in local governance around community colleges 
and higher education, StudyLA, in conjunction with the California Community Foundation, 
conducted a survey of community college presidents and trustees in Los Angeles County.
Systematic Studies of  
Leadership in Los Angeles
Los Angeles Leaders Surveys
The study and promotion of leadership in Los Angeles is critical. Among 
others, the social diversity, political fragmentation, and geographic 
density make Los Angeles an urban area that is constantly evolving 
and needing to respond to change. Each new or chronic issue, or 
crisis, stimulates the calls for leaders—individuals and organizations—
with vision, plans for action, and the abilities to spur others to join in 
collective action to achieve positive change. Since 2014, StudyLA has  
surveyed (including a self-administered survey and an open-ended 
interview) different groups of Los Angeles leaders annually.
 
• 2014 Mayors Survey, 60 out of 88 
Los Angeles County Mayors
• 2015 City Manager Survey, 57 out of 88 
Los Angeles County City Managers
• 2016 Superintendent Survey, 52 out of 80 
Los Angeles County Superintendents
• 2018 Southeast Cities Survey, 23 out of 
40 Southeast Cities Elected Officials
• 2019 Community College Survey, 64 out of 97 
Community College Trustees and Presidents
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Sampling
The universe for the Leaders Survey was the 75 trustees and the 22 
presidents of the 13 community college districts (nine of whom are 
presidents of the colleges within LACCD) of Los Angeles County (interim 
and acting trustees and presidents were included when appropriate). The 
survey was completed by 48 trustees and 16 presidents of the 97 leaders. 
Data Collection
In an initial letter sent to each of the 97 leaders, StudyLA explained the 
purpose of the survey and requested their participation in an in-person 
survey. Researchers followed up with email and phone requests. Surveys 
were conducted over a three-month period from January 2019 to 
March 2019. Leaders were surveyed in meeting rooms or offices at their 
respective districts. The survey consisted of two sets of questions, which 
respondents were asked to complete on paper, and a set of open-ended 
interview questions. Surveys took about 45 minutes to complete. 
The subject consent form took approximately five minutes to read and 
sign, including time for questions from the respondents about the survey 
or the consent process. At any point, the leaders were allowed to opt 
out of the survey. In addition, leaders were informed that there were 
minimal risks associated with this study, that no penalties existed if he or 
she chose not to participate, and that no individual responses would be 
reported without his or her explicit consent.
    PRESIDENTS INTERVIEWED
Edward Knudson, Antelope Valley CCD
Jose Fierro, Cerritos CCD
Geraldine Perri, Citrus CCD
Keith Curry, Compton CCD
Marvin Martinez, East Los Angeles College
Dena Maloney, El Camino CCD
David Viar, Glendale CCD
Reagan Romali, Long Beach CCD
Francisco Rodriguez (Chancellor), 
Los Angeles CCD
Laurence Frank, Los Angeles 
Trade Technical College
William Scroggins, Mt. San Antonio CCD
Erika Endrijonas, Pasadena CCD
Lawrence Buckley, Pierce College
Teresa Dreyfuss, Rio Hondo CCD
Kathryn Jeffery, Santa Monica CCD
James Limbaugh, West Los Angeles College 
    TRUSTEES INTERVIEWED
Michael Adams, Antelope Valley CCD
Carmen Avalos, Cerritos CCD
James Cody Birkey, Cerritos CCD
Martha Camacho-Rodriguez, Cerritos CCD
Zurich Lewis, Cerritos CCD
Marisa Perez, Cerritos CCD
Sandra Salazar, Cerritos CCD
Susan Keith, Citrus CCD
Patricia Rasmussen, Citrus CCD
Barbara Jean Calhoun, Compton CCD
Deborah LeBlanc, Compton CCD
Sonia Lopez, Compton CCD
Kenneth Brown, El Camino CCD
Armine Hacopian, Glendale CCD
Ann Ransford, Glendale CCD
Vahé Peroomian, Glendale CCD
Anthony Tartaglia, Glendale CCD
Virginia Baxter, Long Beach CCD
Uduak-Joe Ntuk, Long Beach CCD
Douglas Otto, Long Beach CCD
Sunny Zia, Long Beach CCD
Gabriel Buelna, Los Angeles CCD
Mike Fong, Los Angeles CCD
Andra Hoffman, Los Angeles CCD
Scott Svonkin, Los Angeles CCD
David Vela, Los Angeles CCD
Steven Veres, Los Angeles CCD
Manuel Baca, Mt. San Antonio CCD
Judy Chen Haggerty, Mt. San Antonio CCD
Gary Chow, Mt. San Antonio CCD
Robert Hidalgo, Mt. San Antonio CCD
Sandra Chen Lau, Pasadena CCD
Anthony Fellow, Pasadena CCD
Hoyt Hilsman, Pasadena CCD
John Martin, Pasadena CCD
Linda Wah, Pasadena CCD
Norma Edith García, Rio Hondo CCD
Rosaelva Lomeli, Rio Hondo CCD
Oscar Valladares, Rio Hondo CCD
Michael Berger, Santa Clarita CCD
Michele Jenkins, Santa Clarita CCD
Joan MacGregor, Santa Clarita CCD
Steven Zimmer, Santa Clarita CCD
Susan Aminoff, Santa Monica CCD
Nancy Greenstein, Santa Monica CCD
Louise Jaffe, Santa Monica CCD
Rob Rader, Santa Monica CCD
Barry Snell, Santa Monica CCD
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LA Votes
LA Votes is a series of exit polls and polling 
place quality studies in Los Angeles known 
for the use of StudyLA’s breakthrough 
sampling methodology—the racially stratified 
homogenous precinct approach. It is the 
largest per-capita exit poll in the nation. 
Since 2005, StudyLA has conducted twelve 
such projects, resulting in some of the most 
accurate exit polling results of every major 
election in Los Angeles. To date, StudyLA has 
collected 23,817 surveys of Angeleno voters.
UNIQUE METHODOLOGY
LA Votes began as a response to exit 
poll discrepancies in the 2000 and 2004 
presidential elections. Ethnic breakdowns 
from exit polls conducted during these 
elections skewed Latina/o voters towards 
the Republican candidate while no other 
data supported this trend. StudyLA 
researchers designed the racially stratified 
homogenous precinct approach to address 
this sampling anomaly and more accurately 
reflect ethnic voting patterns discovered 
by exit polls. In contrast to conventional 
sampling methodologies, the racially stratified 
homogenous precinct approach places an 
emphasis on location when it comes to racial 
and ethnic voting patterns. Voting patterns of 
a racial or ethnic group living within a racial 
or ethnic enclave are different from voting 
patterns of a racial or ethnic group living 
within a racial or ethnic enclave dissimilar  
to their own. 
Exit Poll 
The 2018 Gubernatorial General Election Exit 
Poll was conducted on November 6, 2018. 
More than 100 LMU students served as field 
researchers, distributing surveys in both 
English and Spanish from 7:00am to 8:00pm 
at 25 randomly selected polling places in LA 
County. Over the course of Election Day, 1,546 
surveys were collected.
LA VOTES PROJECTS
• 2005 Mayoral Primary Election 
• 2005 Mayoral General Election 
• 2008 Presidential Primary Election 
• 2008 Presidential General Election 
• 2010 Gubernatorial General Election 
• 2012 Presidential General Election 
• 2013 Mayoral Primary Election 
• 2013 Mayoral General Election 
• 2014 Gubernatorial General Election 
• 2015 LAUSD 5th District General Election 
• 2016 Presidential General Election 
• 2018 Gubernatorial General Election
StudyLA is 12 for 12 in projecting the winner  
at the top of the ticket.
Polling Place Quality Assessment 
The Polling Place Quality Assessment ran 
concurrently with the Exit Poll on November 
6, 2018. Teams of trained student researchers 
visited 600 randomly selected polling places 
to conduct a quality assessment. Researchers 
assessed each polling place based on a 
variety of issues, such as visibility and 
availability of signage, ease of finding and 
parking at the polling place, ADA standards 
of access, and functionality and presence of 
proper voting equipment.
StudyLA’s next LA Votes project is in 2020. Join us on March 3, 2020 in Downtown LA for the 
Election Central watch party. StudyLA’s Election Central event is free and open to the public. 
LA Votes: Election Project
































































































































• 50 trained field researchers
• 120 fieldwork shifts
• 23 intercept locations
•  2,200 total surveys collected  
(930 Downtown resident surveys)
METHODOLOGY
In early 2019, StudyLA conducted intercept 
surveys with residents of Downtown Los 
Angeles to gauge overall outlook on the 
upcoming year as well as measure perceptions 
of various aspects of quality of life in the 
area. To gather the data, trained researchers 
recruited individuals in Downtown LA to 
complete a 10-minute survey, which was 
available both in English and Spanish. Survey 
questions assessed public opinions on a range 
of topics, including safety, housing, amenities, 
and cultural events, as well as ratings of the 
areas’ characteristics and services. The study 
collected surveys from 930 DTLA residents as 
well as 1270 visitors to the area.
Every year in the month of January, StudyLA conducts the region’s largest 
general social survey which collects data on more than 2000 residents 
of LA County to gauge their outlook for the year. StudyLA can include 
additional cities or areas in the survey and collaborate to formulate 
questions that pertain to the topics most important to those residents.  
 
Becoming a part of StudyLA’s growing list of community studies allows 
leaders to understand what residents are thinking and how their opinions 
compare to residents in other communities, cities, and the county as a whole. 
At the survey’s completion, the participating city/area will receive a 
report that includes tables of every substantive question tabulated by 
every demographic and geographic variable (e.g., race, gender, age, 
homeownership, etc.). All surveys are offered in English and Spanish,  
with additional language options available when appropriate.
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In early 2019, StudyLA collected data on 
the residents of the Southeast Cities of Los 
Angeles County to gauge their outlook on 
the upcoming year. The Southeast Cities 
area includes eight cities: Bell, Bell Gardens, 
Cudahy, Lynwood, Maywood, Huntington Park, 
South Gate, and Vernon. To collect the data, 
StudyLA conducted 25-minute, English and 
Spanish, telephone surveys of 400 SE Cities 
residents about their opinions and perceptions 
regarding life in their area. The survey 
questions captured opinions on the direction 






• Foothill Goldline Corridor
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2019 Sacramento Legislative Seminar
With over 100 people in attendance, the three-day seminar exposed 
undergraduates and community college students to a comprehensive 
group of collaborators in state government. Panelists included chiefs 
of staff, Capital Fellows, lobbyists, campaign advisors, and the media. 
Our student delegation also had the rare privilege of listening to and 
speaking with many of our state legislators who offered a wide array 
of policy interests, strategies, points of view, and overall experiences 
while in office. This year’s elected officials included Assembly 
Members Kevin Kiley and Autumn Burke, State Senator Ben Allen, 
Senate Minority Leader Shannon Grove, Speaker of the Assembly 
Anthony Rendon, and Lieutenant Governor Eleni Kounalikis. 
 
• Number of LMU Students: 17 
• Total number of students: 96
• Dates: March 3–5, 2019
HIGHLIGHTS:
 
Sunday Networking Social with all 
universities and colleges participating
Alumni luncheon at Frank Fats (in 
attendance California Legislative 
Analyst Gabriel Petek and guest 
appearance by Board of Equalization 
member, Malia Cohen)
Address by Gov. Gavin Newsom’s 
senior advisor on higher education, 
Dr. Lande Ajose
Keynote address by  
Lt. Governor Eleni Kounalikis 
 
Tuesday’s “Elected Officials  
Speakers Series”
On March 3-5, 2019, StudyLA hosted the 63rd annual Sacramento Legislative Seminar 
at the State Capitol. LMU spearheaded the three day program which included the 
participation of several universities and colleges, including Fullerton College, Cal State 
East Bay, Fresno State, University of Southern California, University of San Francisco, St. 
Mary’s, and three community colleges from the Los Angeles Community College District. 
This seminar is made possible by David A. Roberti ’61 who established the Honorable 
David A. Roberti Award to provide financial aid to LMU students participating in the 
Sacramento Legislative Seminar.
Sacramento Seminar
632019 | FORECAST LA 
A university-led Los Angeles to Mexico City program to inform and engage a new 
generation of students in a historical, cultural, political, economic and contemporary 
comparison between megacities Los Angeles and Mexico City. This full immersion course is 
a comprehensive exploration of each city, from local issues on the infrastructure and agency 
level to more global issues with an emphasis on current events that link both cities. 
Mexico City Immersion 
LA/CDMX 2018 Mexico City Immersion Program
This year, students explored the common thread in both cities 
with topics and issues related to business, media, politics, water 
infrastructure, traffic, the health system, pollution, and crime to name 
just a few. Having completed a 1-unit course of preparatory study, 
analysis, and local field research prior to traveling to Mexico City, 
students then did a presentation to the rest of the students (while  
in Mexico) of a unique Mexico City cultural site (of the several that  
were visited) as part of their immersion experience.
Next year’s visit will focus on the changing political landscape as of 
December 2018, when 3rd party candidates Andres Manuel Lopez 
Obrador (AMLO) and Claudia Sheinbaum Pardo became president of 
Mexico and mayor of Mexico City respectively, transforming Mexico 
from its traditional two party system. These new developments 
will help draw more attention on comparisons of the new political 
processes for both cities as they strive to navigate the new political 
climate at the municipal and national level. 
• Number of students: 28
• 2018 Dates: May 26–June 2
• 2019 Dates: June 8–June 15 
HIGHLIGHTS:
 
Academic roundtable of professors  
at UNAM 
Academic roundtable of professors  
at Iberoamericana University 
Visits to non-profit organizations  
and Mexican corporations
Foreign correspondents forum  
with NPR, New York Times,  
Los Angeles Times 
Ballet Folklorico de Mexico 
Basilica De Guadalupe 
Bosque de Chapultepec 
Casa Azul 
Museo de Antropologia 
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David A. Roberti Papers, 1945-1994
Collection number: CSLA-1 | Collection Size: 369 archival document boxes; 1 oversize folder | Repository: Loyola Marymount University
These papers document the years David Roberti spent as California State Assemblymember for the 48th District (1967-1971) and as California State Senator (1971-1994). This 
includes his years as President Pro Tem of the Senate (1980-1994). The Roberti Papers consist of manuscripts, photographs, clippings, and printed material and came from 








StudyLA’s running rosters document elected leadership from 1950 to the present. The 132 
datasets include the 88 city councils of LA County, the top 100 elected leaders in LA County, 
the top 300 elected leaders in California, including the California Supreme Court and the 
Board of Equalization. Leaders are tracked by election year and coded by race and gender. 
Top 100 and 300 are determined by constituent size, budget size, and prestige of position. 
Completed Running Rosters
•  88 city councils in Los Angeles 
County
•  13 Community College Districts  
of Los Angeles County





Los Angeles City Council
LAUSD Board of Education
LACCD Board of Trustees
Sheriff
Assessor
Los Angeles Board of Supervisors
County District Attorney
Board of Equalization District 1
Board of Equalization District 3




• California Supreme Court
•  Top 300 Elected Officials in 
California
California Constitutional Officers 
 Governor 
 U.S. Senate—Seat 1 
 U.S. Senate—Seat 2 
 Lt. Governor 
 Attorney General 
 Secretary of State 
 Controller 
 Treasurer 
 Insurance Commissioner 
 Superintendent of Public Instruction
United States House of Representatives
California State Senate
California State Assembly
California Board of Equalization 
Board of Supervisors for 10 largest counties
City Councils for 10 largest cities
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David A. Roberti Papers, 1945-1994
Collection number: CSLA-1 | Collection Size: 369 archival document boxes; 1 oversize folder | Repository: Loyola Marymount University
These papers document the years David Roberti spent as California State Assemblymember for the 48th District (1967-1971) and as California State Senator (1971-1994). This 
includes his years as President Pro Tem of the Senate (1980-1994). The Roberti Papers consist of manuscripts, photographs, clippings, and printed material and came from 
Senator Roberti's Sacramento and district offices. 
Research Collection
PUBLIC OFFICIALS
• Bob Beverly Papers, 1962-1996 (CSLA-7)
• Mayor Richard J. Riordan Administrative Papers, 1980-2001 (CSLA-17)
• David A. Roberti Papers (CSLA-1)
• Mike Roos Papers, 1977-1991 (CSLA-3)
• Joel Wachs Papers, 1951-2002 (CSLA-29)
LOS ANGELES DEVELOPERS
•  Fritz Burns Papers  
 (2 collections: CSLA-2, CSLA-4)
• Daniel Freeman Family Papers, 1849-1957 (CSLA-21) 
•  Documents for the History of the Daniel Freeman Family 
and the Rancho Centinela, 1873-1995 (CSLA-33)
• James Keane Collection of Fritz Burns Biographical 
• Materials, 1923-2001 (CSLA-24)
• Charles Luckman Papers, 1908-2000 (CSLA-34)
• Jack and Bonita Granville Wrather Papers, 1890-1990 (CSLA-23)
• Wrather Investment Corporation Incorporation Records, 1961 (CSLA-28)
REFORMERS AND REFORM MOVEMENTS 
• Catholic Human Relations Council Collection, 1958-1992 (CSLA-27)
• Catholic Labor Institute, 1944-2003 (CSLA-41) 
•  Thomas A. Gaudette Papers, 1938-1996 (CSLA-18)
• LAAMP Collection, 1984-2001 (CSLA-16)
• LEARN Collection, 1974-1999 (CSLA-14)
• William F. Masterson Papers, 1960-2001 (CSLA-19)
• Rebuild LA Collection, 1992-1997 (CSLA-6)
ROMAN CATHOLIC FAMILIES 
•  Dockweiler Family Collections  
(2 collections: CSLA-12, CSLA-13)
•  Documents for the History of the Machado Family 
and the Rancho La Ballona (CSLA-32)
• Joseph Scott Collection, 1909-1951 (CSLA-10)
• Stephen Mallory white Papers, 1871-1936 (CSLA-8)
• Workman Family Papers, 1881-1997 (CSLA-9)
• Mary Julia Workman Research Materials 
Collection, 1921-2004 (CSLA-35)
OTHER COLLECTIONS 
• Big Pine Citizen Newspaper Collection, 1922, 1924-1928 (CSLA-30)
•  Bill Rosendahl-Adelphia Communication Corporate 
Collection of Public Affairs Television Programs
• J. D. Black Papers, 1876-1999 (CSLA-15)
• The Citizen and Cheviot Chatter, 1927-1960 (CSLA-5)
•  Documents for the History of Nineteenth-Century 
Los Angeles, 1846-1908 (CSLA-22)
•  “LA 2000” Records of the 2000 Democratic National 
Convention, 1992-2001 (CSLA-31) 
• KCET-TV Collection of “Life and Times” video recordings (CSLA-37) 
• KCET-TV Collection of “Life and Times” production files (CSLA-38)
• KCET-TV Collection of “California Connected” video recordings (CSLA-39)
• KCET-TV Collection of “California Connected” production files (CSLA-40) 
• Pardee Dam Construction Photograph Album (CSLA-42)
•  Carroll and Lorrin Morrison Photographic Collection,  
1889-1964 (CSLA-26)
• Rancho La Ballona Map, 1876 (CSLA-11)
• Which Way, LA? Collection, 1992-2000 (CSLA-20)
•  WPA Transcriptions of Los Angeles City Archives 
Records, 1825-1850 (CSLA-25)
The Research Collection is a program of the Thomas and Dorothy Leavey Center for 
the Study of Los Angeles. The Collection holds papers of Los Angeles public officials; 
Los Angeles real estate and industrial developers; reformers and reform movements, 
principally in late twentieth-century Los Angeles; and prominent Roman Catholic families 
in Los Angeles; and has other collections related to Los Angeles history and politics.
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Central City Association enhances the vibrancy 
of Downtown Los Angeles (DTLA) and increases 
• Providing a vision for the future of DTLA
• Making DTLA the place for housing at all income levels
• Advancing comprehensive solutions to homelessness
• Enhancing the experience of DTLA for employees, residents and visitors
• Supporting and attracting businesses and institutions to DTLA
in uniting diverse, cross-sector leaders
to shape a brighter future
for all Angelenos















At work or at home you come first.
LADWP offers rebates, programs and ways to save for all our 
customers.  We have a program  for you. Let’s get started!
THE POWER TO
make an impact
At the Forecast LA Conference, we congratulate you for giving leaders a 
valuable perspective on how our region thinks and feels, an achievement that 
truly made a difference.
At Bank of America, we’re committed to efforts that help sustain the  
environment, promote job growth and create opportunities for diverse  
businesses to thrive.
We’re proud to recognize Loyola Marymount University for the contribution and 
effort you’ve put into making today better for so many. 
What would you like the power to do?
© 2019 Bank of America Corporation. All rights reserved. | ARH4RGXX | ENT-201-AD | 03/2019
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Zenith American Solutions & 
PacFed Benefit Administrators
and the  
Thomas and Dorothy  
Leavey Center for the 
STUDY OF  
LOS ANGELES 
celebrating 22 years  






CA License # 0L45116
• 1.00% APY in dividends1
• Automatic ATM fee 
reimbursements up to 
$25 monthly2
• The potential to earn 
up to 5.00% APY 




account is loaded 
with amazing 
features.
1APY=Annual Percentage Yield. Qualifying checking accounts will earn 1.00% APY in dividends on balances up to $5,000. Balances above $5,000 will be paid at the regular checking rate 
on an active, qualifying University Checking account. Active is defined as making at least 25 transactions per month and enrolled in eStatements. If the requirements are not met, then no 
dividend is earned. Dividends are calculated on the daily balance and accrued daily. Dividends are disbursed monthly into the active University Checking account. 
2Up to $25 in ATM fees incurred at other financial institutions will be automatically credited to your active University Checking account at close of month end.
3Based on a combined rate of 4.88% and an active University Checking account. APY may change after the account is opened. Dividend declaration date is 10/9/2018. Limited to balances 
up to $5,000. Multiple loans in the same category count for only 1.00% APY dividends. Credit card must be active, have at least one monthly 
transaction (excludes balance transfers and cash advances), and be enrolled in credit card eStatements to qualify for the extra 1.00% APY dividend. 
Account does not earn dividends if there is a $0 balance in a HELOC at the end of the month. All accounts must be in good standing with no 
delinquency or bankruptcy pending. Secondary Checking accounts not eligible and will be paid at the regular checking rate (if applicable). 
Dividends are subject to change at any time. Fees may reduce earnings on account. To establish a membership, you must deposit at least $5 to a 
Regular (Share) Savings Account. All accounts subject to UCU approval. Not valid with any other offers. Federally insured by NCUA.
Bank with your brain.     •     ucu.org     •     800.UCU.4510
Become a member today!
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A Proud Sponsor of the
LMU Forecast LA      
Annual Conference
Cordoba Corporation is a nationally 
recognized infrastructure development 
firm based here in Los Angeles bringing 
innovative solutions to California’s 
infrastructure challenges. We are 
focused on Making a Difference in the 
communities in which we work and live.
CordobaCorp.com | @CordobaCorp
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SoCalGas® is glad to support Loyola Marymount University’s 
Forecast 2019 Conference by making this a great place to live, 
thrive and provide positive energy.
Visit us at socalgas.com
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A well-run city government is the core of the CAO’s mission.  





The Los Angeles  
City Administrative Officer  
is proud to sponsor 
 
 
Center for the Study  
of Los Angeles 
&  
Forecast LA 
TOGETHER, WE’RE MOVING TO MORE
RENEWABLE ENERGY
We are proud to support the Loyola Marymount University 
2019 Forecast LA Conference 
Expanding. Diversifying. Navigating 
a changing business climate. These 
fundamentals of growth all require financial 
strength and strategies.
© 2019 Banc of California, N.A. All rights reserved.
To see how our Banc of California 
Business Banking team can give you 
a strategic edge, visit 
bancofcal.com/LAbusinessbanking.
YOUR VISION. OUR TAILORED SOLUTIONS
TO G E T H E R 
W E  W I NT M
WHEN YOU’RE ELEVATING 
YOUR ENTERPRISE…
Get to the next level with a tailored 
banking solution.
B U S I N E S S  B A N K I N G
*Source: Thomson Reuters SDC, 2018
• Stifel has been serving public agency issuers of municipal securities since 1890.  With our 
acquisition of Stone & Youngberg and De La Rosa & Co., we bring more than 80 years of 
history as a leading underwriter of California municipal bonds.
•  Breadth of Senior Managed experience
– Ranked #1 in California by number of issues and par amount*
• Private Client Group offices located throughout the state
– 35 California offices managing over 57,000 retail accounts
• Three California-based municipal bond underwriters.
One Montgomery Street, Suite 3700 
San Francisco, California 94104 
(415) 445-2300
Stifel, Nicolaus & Company, Incorporated | Member SIPC & NYSE | www.stifel.com/publicfinance
515 South Figueroa Street, Suite 1800 
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